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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to BPAI Decision dated 6/22/10, examiner was reversed. 

Claims 1 - 20 are pending. 

Examiner is issuing a non-final and re-opening prosecution. 
The previously used primary reference Trossen was reversed by the Board of 
Appeals for failing to disclose a firewall located between the communication 
device and the trusted entity (see BPAI decision page 5). Examiner agrees and a 
new rejection with a new primary reference (Rodgers, US 2002/0026478) is 
explained below. However, it should be noted that examiner is only using 
Trossen to show the specific communications of the firewall that is related to the 
pinhole ability but not the specific location of the firewall with respect to the 
network/s. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically teach or described as set forth 
in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 - 1 3 and 1 5 - 1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rodgers et al. U.S. PG-Publication No. (2002/0026478) in view 



Trossen et al. U.S. PG-Publication No. (2003/0212764). 
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As per claimsl , 8 and 1 5, Rodgers a packet based communication network for 
communication (see abstract), further teaching a trusted entity linked to the firewall by 
a communication link, said link allowing information packets to be sent to a first 
communication through the firewall to the communication device (Rodgers, Paragraph 
0107 and 109, a computer outside the firewall in communication with a computer inside 
the trusted network will be considered as trusted, see figures 1 and 3-- "e.g., this can 
be implemented on the server 130 in FIG. 1 , that is outside of the firewall and is 
referred of as a reflector. As part of the initialization routine for the computer within the 
firewall when it is started up, the corresponding linker application 112, 113"). 
Although Rodgers discloses communicating through the firewall where the trusted 
entity is located outside of the firewall, Rodgers fails to specifically disclose the 
specifics of the packet communications. 

However, in the same field of endeavor, Trossen teaches a firewall on the 
communication network gateway for securing communications to and from the network 
(Trossen, Paragraph 0024), a communication device on the communication network 
connected to the firewall by a communication link (Trossen, Paragraph 0007, mobile 
node) and said trusted entity replacing an address designation in the address header 
of one of said information packets with an address designation for the first 
communication pinhole so the information packet can be transmitted through said 
pinhole to said communication device (Trossen, Paragraph 0024, pinhole is created in 
the firewall with use of IP-Level Handoff). 
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Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use Trossen's relocation of content sources during IP-level 
handoffs with Rodger's apparatus for forming linked multi-user groups of shared 
software applications because it offers the advantage of improving the communication 
for multi-user applications where the communication is less cumbersome and further 
allow network specific network layer-level handoffs to occur smoothly and avoid loss of 
new content. 

3. As per claim 2, Rodgers as modified by Trossen teaches the first communication 
pinhole is established using signaling messages transmitted through the firewall 
(Trossen, Paragraph 0024, Signaling protocols). 

4. As per claim 3, Rodgers as modified by Trossen teaches the signaling messages 
include a create pinhole message (Trossen, Paragraph 0024). 

5. As per claim 4, Rodgers as modified by Trossen teaches the signaling messages 
include a create pinhole acknowledge message (Trossen, Paragraph 0024, confirmation 
messages). 

As per claim 5, Rodgers as modified by Trossen teaches the trusted entity is a 
media proxy router (Trossen, Paragraph 0024, New access router). 

6. As per claim 6, Rodgers as modified by Trossen teaches the trusted entity 
includes a component with a software functional switch (Trossen, Paragraph 0024, New 
access router). 
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7. As per claim 7, Rodgers as modified by Trossen teaches the communication 
network includes an application server on the communication link between the firewall 
and the communication device (Trossen, Paragraph 0007, Content sources). 

8. As per claim 9, Rodgers as modified by Trossen teaches creating a 
communication port address routing table association on the trusted entity for 
designated pinhole ports in the firewall using address data from the create pinhole 
request (Trossen, Paragraph 0008, IP-Level Handoff). 

9. As per claims 1 0 and 1 1 , Rodgers as modified by Trossen teaches transmitting 
said create pinhole request from the end-terminal to the trusted entity (Trossen, 
Paragraph 0024, RSVP protocol), and receiving a create media pinhole 
acknowledgement at the end-terminal containing the communication port address 
(Trossen, Paragraph 0024, Confirmation message). 

1 0. As per claim 1 2, Rodgers as modified by Trossen teaches the application server 
is a session initiation protocol proxy server (Trossen, Paragraph 0017, SIP protocol 
usage). 

11. As per claim 1 3, Rodgers as modified by Trossen teaches the application server 
is an integrated access device (Trossen, Paragraph 0007, Content sources are 
integrated access devices along with mobile terminals). 

1 2. As per claim 1 6, Rodgers as modified by Trossen teaches transmitting a second 
signal from the output of the trusted entity containing the address designation of the 
communication port, wherein said second signal acknowledges receipt of the first signal 
(Trossen, Paragraph 0024, Signaling protocols). 
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1 3. As per claim 1 7, Rodgers as modified by Trossen teaches receiving the second 
signal at the communication device (Trossen, Paragraph 0024, Signaling protocols). 

1 4. As per claim 1 8, Rodgers as modified by Trossen teaches receiving the second 
signal at a server on the communication network (Trossen, Paragraph 0025, message 
to content source). 

1 5. Claims 1 4, 1 9 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
Rodgers over Trossen in view of Wu et al. U.S. PG-Publication No. (2003/021 2809). 

1 6. As per claim 1 4, Rodgers as modified by Trossen fails to teach the application 
server is an application proxy server. However, in an analogous art Wu teaches the 
application server is an application proxy server (Wu, Paragraph 0038). 

At the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to use Wu's real 
time streaming media communication system with Rodgers as modified by Trossen's 
relocation of content sources during IP-level handoffs because it offers the advantage of 
allowing clients to make indirect network connections to other network services. 

1 7. As per claim 1 9, Rodgers as modified by Trossen fails to teach the transmission 
packet contains voice data. However, in an analogous art Wu teaches the transmission 
packet contains voice data (Wu, Paragraph 0036, audio). 

At the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to use Wu's real 
time streaming media communication system with Rodgers as modified by Trossen's 
relocation of content sources during IP-level handoffs because it offers the advantage of 
streaming data to remote end points (Wu, Paragraph 0031). 
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1 8. As per claim 20, Rodgers as modified by Trossen fails to teach the transmission 
packet is a real time transport protocol information packet. However, in an analogous 
art Wu teaches the transmission packet is a real time transport protocol information 
packet (Wu, Paragraph 0036, real-time stream). 

At the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to use Wu's real 
time streaming media communication system with Rodgers as modified by Trossen's 
relocation of content sources during IP-level handoffs because it offers the advantage of 
streaming data to remote end points (Wu, Paragraph 0031). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Roderick Tolentino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2661 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9am to 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edan Orgad can be reached on (571) 272-381 1 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Roderick Tolentino 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2439 

/R. T.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2439 
/Edan Orgad/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2439 



/Timothy P Callahan/ 

Director, Technology Center 2400 



